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Now, it is important to note that in

the process of ratifying it, we do not
need a two-thirds vote within a State
legislature. We only need a simple ma-
jority. But we have to have the simple
majority from three-fourths.

It is also important to note the
President of the United States and the
governors of the several States do not
have any formal or official role in any
constitutional amendment. It is some-
thing that is done through the legisla-
tive bodies, both in the Congress and in
the State legislatures. And the Reli-
gious Freedom Amendment specifies a
period of 7 years for the States to con-
sider ratification of this.

Mr. KINGSTON. Does the gentleman
have a similar piece of legislation
being introduced and worked in the
Senate?

Mr. ISTOOK. Our intent is first to
have the House vote, which will create
the incentive for the Senate vote. And
there are multiple Members of the Sen-
ate who are potential principal spon-
sors in the other body.

Mr. KINGSTON. But the reality is
this has a long, long way to go. As far
as the gentleman from Oklahoma has
gone with it, he is only at the starting
gate still.

Mr. ISTOOK. But we are at a key po-
sition, because this amendment has
been approved by the Subcommittee on
the Constitution of the Committee on
the Judiciary, and approved by the
House Committee on the Judiciary.
That is the first time a committee of
this House has ever approved an
amendment on voluntary school pray-
er. Only one other time, in 1971, did we
have a vote in this body on such a pro-
posal, and that was done with a mecha-
nism that bypassed the committee
process.

So even though, as the gentleman
correctly notes, the Constitution es-
tablishes a deliberately difficult proc-
ess for any constitutional amendment,
we have come through the necessary
stages to bring it to a vote in this
House. And it will be the first vote in
this body since 1971.

And that is something that, frankly,
ought to embarrass the many Con-
gresses that have met year after year
since then. Because if we look at public
opinion polls since 1962, consistently
three-fourths of the American people
say we want a constitutional amend-
ment to make it possible to have vol-
untary prayer in public schools again.
Not compulsory, but not with the kind
of restrictions they put on efforts to
have prayer in public schools today. So
it is long overdue for this body to act.

And I want to make note, too, that
this is what has happened before, when
the U.S. Supreme Court went in one di-
rection and the Congress and the
American people said it is the wrong
direction. The most prominent of the
constitutional amendments that have
been adopted to correct the Supreme
Court was the 13th amendment to abol-
ish slavery, because the Supreme Court
in the Dred Scott decision had said

Congress and the States do not have
the power and do not have the right to
abolish slavery. That took a constitu-
tional amendment.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the time
and the opportunity this evening to ad-
dress this important issue to restore
the full range of religious freedom that
the Founding Fathers intended; that
the first amendment in its simple
terms was meant to represent before it
was twisted, unfortunately, by the
court decisions. And I certainly look
forward to the vote that we will be
having in this House in a month, and I
hope that the citizens who are rep-
resented by the Members of this Con-
gress will talk to the Members of this
Congress and tell them that they need
to be supporting the religious freedom
amendment.
f

FEDERAL LANDS AND WATER
ISSUES IN THE WEST

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
RILEY). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 7, 1997, the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. MCINNIS) is
recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, my dis-
trict is the Third Congressional Dis-
trict of the State of Colorado. This is a
very unique district. First of all, geo-
graphically, this district is actually
larger than the State of Florida. There
is the State of Florida. My district,
here, is the State of Colorado. The dis-
trict that I represent goes from north
to south, about like that. This land
mass here, or the Third Congressional
District, this is geographically larger
than the State of Florida.

This evening I want to visit a little
while on government lands; the mass of
government lands in the West, what
the difference is between land in the
East and land in the West, what the
historical perspective is of how that
land was settled under the Manifest
Destiny; and then I want to move on to
the subject and discuss water in the
West, because water in the West is
clearly much more complicated than
water issues in the East, and an en-
tirely different type of system has been
devised to address the uniqueness of
water in the West.

So let us start first of all with some
statistics. The Federal Government
owns about 688 million acres of land.
Now, a lot of homeowners out there
may have a home on a quarter of an
acre of land. Imagine 688 million acres.
That is what the Federal Government
owns. And 95 percent, 95 percent, of
that 688 million acres is in the West.

This map that I have up here is titled
‘‘Government Lands.’’ Take a look at
the difference between the western half
of the United States and the eastern
half of the United States. Take a look.

And we should not include Alaska,
which on this map, by the way, is
shown on half the scale as the other
States. So Alaska really would be
twice that size.

Now, the key to this land ownership
out here is what we would call multiple

use. Now, Colorado is not unlike that.
In Colorado, as you can see from my
district, there are about 20 million
acres, 20 million acres in the Congres-
sional District that I represent, that is
owned by the Federal Government.

Now, the historical perspective of
how this land mass came about was
really driven through the Manifest
Destiny. We began the acquisition of
our lands under that idea to stretch the
scope of the Nation. We wanted to go
from the Atlantic out to the Pacific.
And the district that I represent actu-
ally came through several different
things. One was the Louisiana Pur-
chase, and that occurred in 1803; the se-
cession from Mexico, which occurred in
1848; and the purchase from Texas in
1850. So there is a good portion of the
district that I represent that actually
used to belong to the country of Mex-
ico. So the Louisiana Purchase, seces-
sion from Mexico, and the purchase
from Texas is how a lot of this land
was acquired by the United States.

Now, let me step back for a moment.
What the agenda was of the govern-
ment in Washington, D.C. was to go
west, young man, go west. They wanted
to get into this new land that was ac-
quired through the Louisiana Pur-
chase. They wanted civilization to go
out into the West and make it one
large unified country. Well, what they
did is they did several things. They had
the Homestead Act. In the areas like
Nebraska, Kansas, and Missouri, there
was lots of very, very fertile farmland.
And the government decided the best
way to persuade people to go out to
these States was to give them land
grants, or let them homestead; i.e. if
people would go out there, if they
would work the land for a certain pe-
riod of time, the government would ac-
tually deed the land to them. Maybe
160 acres. Maybe 320 acres.

And that actually, in these States
which are very, very fertile, was
enough to make a living off of. A fam-
ily could have a farm off 160 acres.
They could farm 320 acres and support
a family back then. But what they dis-
covered, first of all, was not a lot of
settlers wanted to go up in the moun-
tain terrain of the West. The snows
were very, very difficult. The winters
were very, very harsh.

And furthermore, the government
discovered that when people went to
the West, they could not do it on 160
acres. In fact, 160 acres in some areas
of the district that I represent, one can
hardly run one cow on it. The govern-
ment believed that they really could
not politically give away the thousands
of acres that would be necessary for a
rancher or a farm family or the settlers
to make a living. So what they decided,
since there was such a large mass of
Federal land, was to go ahead and re-
tain the ownership of this Federal land,
keep the ownership in the govern-
ment’s hands but under the doctrine of
multiple use.

What is multiple use? Multiple use is
simply best defined by a sign that was
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on all the Federal lands when I grew
up, and that sign said welcome, you are
now entering, for example, White River
National Forest, a land of many uses.
They wanted this to be a land of many
uses.

Unfortunately, in the last two dec-
ades, we have seen people who really,
in my opinion, do not know this land,
have tried to take away the land of
many uses concept and put on a sign
that says no trespassing.

Now, I am not speaking from inexpe-
rience. My family actually settled in
Colorado, down about right there, 1872,
up in Boulder. I was born over here on
the western slope. So since 1872, and I
am proud of the fact I have two daugh-
ters that are pioneer daughters, mean-
ing that our family was here before the
State of Colorado became a State.

My wife’s family, they are up here.
They have a ranch. It is 115 years old.
Right up there. David and Sue Ann
Smith. They still run it. Cattle oper-
ation. Takes a lot of land to run a cat-
tle operation.

But what has happened on this mul-
tiple use concept is, first of all, espe-
cially for my colleagues who are from
the East, understand that multiple use
is critical for our life-style out there.
And when we mention multiple use, or
use of the Federal lands, a lot of my
colleagues say, well, we are talking
about grazing, cattle grazing; we are
talking about ski areas. But the pic-
ture is much, much broader and much,
much more critical than that, although
we certainly should not downplay the
critical importance of tourism in Colo-
rado and the fundamental foundation
of ranching as it is to the West.

But the fact is multiple use has many
uses. First of all, water. In my particu-
lar district, the district that I rep-
resent, water is either stored upon Fed-
eral land, it runs across Federal land,
or originates on Federal land. In order
for the populations in my particular
district to get water, we have to de-
pend upon multiple use, or the lands of
many uses on the Federal lands, to do
that.

If we were to shut off the Federal
lands, as many people would like to do,
we would shut off the water supply to
the population that has elected me to
represent them back here in Washing-
ton, D.C. Not just water supply. Radio
towers. A lot of my colleagues in the
East take for granted, for example,
States that have very, very little Fed-
eral land, take for granted the fact
that they can have a cellular telephone
tower, or they can have a radio tower
or the power lines.
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There are a lot of electrical power
lines that the only way we can get
electricity to the population that I rep-
resent depends on the amount for mul-
tiple use of Federal lands. Same thing
with microwave. Same thing with cel-
lular telephones. In fact, in the district
that I represent, I am not sure that
there is a highway out there that at

some point is not dependent upon being
able to cross Federal lands.

Now, these Federal lands are mas-
sive. The Federal Government has de-
signed a management technique to
carry out the philosophy of multiple
use, and that management technique
involves several agencies. It involves,
of course, the Forest Service, Bureau of
Reclamation, the Bureau of Land Man-
agement, National Parks. And they are
granted. These Federal agencies are
given several different tools under
which to manage this large mass of
land.

Now, the most obvious on this ranch,
the most obvious lack of management
is kind of a free-for-all. And frankly,
when they settled the West many,
many years ago, the government kind
of let them go, free for all. ‘‘Go out
there, conquer the land.’’ And of
course, we did not have the environ-
mental technology we have today, but
there was a lot of damage done.

In fact, some of our rivers in Colo-
rado still run with some of the mineral
that had seeped from the mining back
in there. But as time went on, the gov-
ernment became a little better, a little
smarter; and so did the population.
And let me stress, so did the popu-
lation. The people that know that land
the best are not the governmental bu-
reaucrats, they are not the government
employees out there. The people that
know that land the best are the people
that grew up on that land. And there
are a lot of great, long-time families
that care about that land as much as
they care about their children.

Let us go back to the management
tools. So we have got the free-for-all
over here, which clearly is an idiotic,
frankly, management tool to use. It
would never pass today and it should
not pass as a management tool for
today. And the other tool we have clear
over on this extreme is the designation
called ‘‘wilderness areas.’’

Now, ‘‘wilderness’’ sounds very fuzzy.
It is a very good word. I was in a town
meeting, in fact, about a week ago and
I asked the people there, ‘‘How many
people in this room do not like the
word ‘wilderness?’ ’’ Everybody likes
the word ‘‘wilderness.’’

But understand what it does. Basi-
cally, the word ‘‘wilderness’’ locks up
the land. That is the designation of the
‘‘no trespassing’’ sign that I spoke of.
There are appropriate areas in the
West where the ‘‘wilderness’’ designa-
tion, that is what they call it, the ‘‘wil-
derness’’ designation is appropriate.

For example, I have got a bill myself
on the Spanish Peaks that I am a co-
sponsor on with the gentleman from
Colorado (Mr. SKAGGS). Spanish Peaks,
we go clear to the very top of the
peaks. It is an appropriate designation
for wilderness. It is an appropriate area
for, in essence, a lockout.

But my colleagues will find many en-
vironmental groups, the national Si-
erra Group for example, that wants to
drain Lake Powell, Earth First. They
would like to take all of this Federal

land or the biggest chunk of this Fed-
eral land and put it into wilderness
areas. They now are trying to put big
chunks of this land in wilderness areas,
lock them out, keep the people out of
it. Well, that is the most extreme tool.

By the way, if we employ that tool of
management, it is totally, totally in-
flexible and it cannot be changed ex-
cept under the rarest of circumstances.
And I cannot imagine, even if we were
at war and we needed the resources off
that, I cannot imagine getting the
votes necessary that would unlock that
wilderness area.

So we have the wilderness area over
here as a management tool. We have
the free-for-all over here. And in be-
tween we have the Forest Service, Na-
tional Parks, and the BLM that have a
number of tools that they can utilize
to manage these lands. And with the
exception of the Federal Wilderness
designation, every other tool that the
Forest Service, for example, has or
that the BLM has or National Parks
has, has flexibility. Remember, wilder-
ness has no flexibility. Once we are in
it, we are locked in it forever. But the
other management tools have flexibil-
ity.

The reason they have flexibility is
that, who knows what the future
brings. We may find that the tech-
nology on how to handle the environ-
ment or what to do with the resources
out there demands a different manage-
ment tool than the one we have under
it today. But because of our discovery
of technology or better management
tools, we think we should shift it over
here or shift this one over here. We
have got that flexibility.

Now, I want to tell my colleagues, I
know a lot of employees of the United
States Forest Service. I know a lot of
employees at the Bureau of Land Man-
agement, Bureau of Reclamation, Park
Services. If we allow them to do their
job, I think they can do a pretty good
job. They are a dedicated bunch of peo-
ple.

But, unfortunately, what happens out
there is we have special-interest
groups, for example, the national Si-
erra Club, Earth First, and by the way,
most of these are headquartered not in
this area, they are headquartered back
here in the East, primarily in Washing-
ton D.C., who come into this area and
try and dictate, not compromise with
common sense, but try and dictate the
policies of their special interests on
the management of these Federal
lands. Frankly, they have been pretty
successful. What kind of impact has it
had? The kind of impact that it has is,
it drives our ranching communities.

I tell my colleagues, our ranching
community is vital, not just for the
State of Colorado, not for the cattle
markets, not for the sheep markets,
but for the wholesome style of living
that that signifies. The West is what
the United States is known for. And
these families, and again look at my
in-laws, David and Sue Ann Smith, we
can still see the cabins where their
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grandparents came and homesteaded in
that area. And they are very dependent
frankly upon multiple use of Federal
land. So is everybody in Meeker, Colo-
rado. So is everybody in Grand Junc-
tion. So are the skiers. It is very heav-
ily depended upon.

If we can allow the Federal employ-
ees to do their jobs and do them with a
little anecdote of common sense, we
can protect this land, we can live off
this land, and we can preserve this land
for everybody’s use. But, please, do not
be taken in by some of these special in-
terest groups that are going to try and
convince us, first of all, that there is
gross abuse going on here on these Fed-
eral lands, that these Federal lands are
being degraded.

They can always find an example
here and there. Gosh, I am a Catholic.
We can look in the Catholic church and
we can find an example of a bad person
here or there in our religion. But that
does not mean that we revamp the en-
tire system. It is the same thing here.

When somebody talks to us about
going to Colorado or we need this wil-
derness area out here, ask them what
the impact would be if we went to New
York City and put a wilderness area in
Central Park, or if we went out here on
the Mall in Washington, D.C., and
made the Mall a wilderness area, gave
it a wilderness designation.

What would happen to it? Nobody
gets to go on it. We want to preserve
this for the future. Meaning no one has
access to the National Mall. The coun-
try would not tolerate that for 2 sec-
onds, and they should not tolerate that
for 2 seconds.

Well, we in the West face the same
kind of challenges. Let the people in
the West live as my colleagues do. Let
us enjoy the historical perspective and
listen to our opinions on what could
help the land, how to preserve the land.

Last week I had an opportunity to
speak here and I named several ranch-
ers. Bill Volbraught has got a ranch in
Evergreen, Colorado. Al Stroobauts has
a farm in Virginia, and he has a ranch
in Colorado. The Smiths, they ranch up
in Meeker. The Strangs, a former U.S.
Congressman, ranches in Carbondale.
His brother ranches up in Meeker.

Go out and spend just a few minutes
with these people. Go to Golden Bears
Ranch out in the Glenwood Canyon,
Glenwood Springs, Colorado, near
Aspen. A lot of my colleagues know
where Aspen is. Spend a few minutes
with these people. See how important
the concept of multiple use is. But
more important than that, see how im-
portant the management and love of
that land pours out of their hearts.

When they pick up a handful of soil,
when they point out an elk, when they
take us down and show us the stream,
take us trout fishing, or show us how
generation after generation has been
raised through 4–H, calves or 4–H sheep
or at the county fair, we will have a
much, much better understanding of
how important this area is and the
ability to live in this area and the abil-

ity to have multiple use, how impor-
tant that is for the entire United
States.

Let me move from Federal land own-
ership over to something that is impor-
tant to all of us, and that is water. I
think an interesting thing about water
is to talk a little about how much
water is necessary for each and every
one of us to have on a daily basis.

I bet none of my colleagues know
that it takes a thousand gallons of
water a day, a thousand gallons of
water a day, to grow the necessary food
to give each person in these Chambers
three balanced meals. The average per-
son, when they cook for those meals
and drink, 2 gallons a day. A washing
machine uses about 20 gallons per load,
a dishwasher, 25 gallons per load. Tak-
ing a shower, oh, 7 to 9 gallons per
shower.

Now, growing food, and by the way,
growing foods is the biggest consump-
tion of water in the country. Growing
foods, to get one loaf of bread, this is a
hard statistic to believe, to get one loaf
of bread takes 150 gallons of water for
one loaf of bread. One egg to produce,
when that egg finally comes out, we
have gone through 120 gallons of water.
Quart of milk, 123 gallons of water. One
pound of tomatoes, just to raise one
pound of tomatoes, it takes 125 gallons
of water. One pound of oranges, 47
pounds. And one pound of potatoes, 23
gallons.

If we took 50 glasses of water, just to
give a comparison, 44 glasses of that 50
glasses of water, so we own 50 glasses
of water, 44 of those glasses have to go
straight to agriculture. That is how
critical water is for our food supply in
this country. Three glasses of those 50
glasses would be used by industry. Two
glasses would be used by the major cit-
ies. And a half a glass of water is used
in the country for the smaller popu-
lation that we have.

Now, water is critical. When we look
around the world, we say the world has
lots of water. Ninety-seven percent, 97
percent of the water in the world is
salt water; less than 3 percent is pure
water. Now, if we take a look at the
map, and going back again, if we take
a look here and we draw a line some-
where between Kansas and Missouri, so
we go down about like this, that area
right there, we will find that 73 percent
of the stream flow, 73 percent of the
water in the United States, is here in
the East, 73 percent. So that line rep-
resents 73 percent.

Over here we are going to find that
12.7 percent of the country’s water sup-
ply is up here in the Pacific Northwest,
and the remaining 13 or 14 Western
States over here have 14 percent. So
about a percent per State. So 14 States
only have 14 percent of the water sup-
ply.

Now, in the East, one of their prob-
lems with water is how to get rid of it.
In the West our problem is how do we
save it. Take, for example, the State of
Colorado. Colorado is a very arid State.
Colorado is the highest State in the

country. In fact, the district that I rep-
resent is the highest district in the
country. It is a mountainous district.
We have 54 mountains over 14,000 feet
in my district.

But in Colorado we do not get much
rainfall. Where we get our water, and
by the way they call the State of Colo-
rado ‘‘The Mother of All Rivers.’’ Colo-
rado, when we get our water, comes
from the melting of the snow on the
high peaks. Colorado is the only State
in the lower 48, the only State where
all of our free-flowing water goes out.
We do not have water that flows into
the State of Colorado. It is a critical
issue.

And the water we get, as I mentioned
earlier, comes from the snow melt off
the top of the mountain peaks. That is
called the spring runoff. But the
springs runoff only occurs for a period
of time, about 60 to 90 days; and during
that 60-to-90-day period of time, if we
do not store that water, we lose that
water.

Now, the beauty of water is it is the
only natural resource that is renew-
able. For example, if we use a gallon of
gasoline, it is gone forever once we
burn it up. We use a gallon of water
and a gallon of water up here in the
mountain range, by the time a gallon
of water leaves the headwaters there
and gets down here, say, to the Utah
border, that gallon of water has the
equivalent of 6 gallons of water. And so
on, it just goes.
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It is the only natural resource that is
a renewable resource. It is a critical re-
source for us. But in the East, there is
I think somewhat of a lack of perhaps
understanding of how critical water
storage is for us to have water outside
that 60 to 90-day period of time that we
experience the spring runoff. Colorado
is a State that is the headwaters for
four major rivers, the Arkansas, and
the Arkansas flows on into Kansas,
goes over to Kansas. Up here in Ne-
braska it is the Platte, and the Platte
flows up that direction. We have a river
that originates here and goes up into
Nebraska, the Platte. We have the Ar-
kansas that goes down here into Kan-
sas, we have the Rio Grande that goes
down here into New Mexico. And we
have got the Colorado River. By the
way the Colorado River is called the
mother of rivers. The Colorado River
supplies water for 18 or 19 different
States and the country of Mexico. That
river goes west, and flows into the
State of Utah, eventually makes its
way to the Pacific Ocean and down for
the country of Mexico. In fact, out of
Colorado, to show you how important
that water and how important the
snowfall is up there, 75 percent of the
water in the Colorado River, which
again goes about like this, 75 percent of
that water comes off those mountain
peaks in the congressional district that
I represent. As of late, we have seen a
lot of effort, again by some special in-
terest groups, who in my opinion do



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH2806 May 5, 1998
not understand how critical water stor-
age is for our species, how important
water storage is for our crops, how im-
portant our water storage is for our
animals and the whole works. These
people do not understand that. Some of
these organizations, maybe even more
frightening is they do understand it.
Some of these special interest organi-
zations cannot wait to take down a
dam out in the West.

First of all, we use those dams to
store the water, as I mentioned earlier.
Second, this statistic is probably, oh, 4
years old, so I do not know if it is still
accurate today, I think it is, there is
not a gold meadow fishing stream in
Colorado that is not below a dam. The
other thing is the hydroelectric power
that comes off those dams is probably
the cleanest type of power you can get.
You go to some foreign country and
they chuckle when they see that there
are people in our country who want to
do away with hydroelectric power.
They say it is such a clean power.

We know how to take care of these
resources. We have got the National Si-
erra Club, the President of the Na-
tional Sierra Club named as his top pri-
ority to drain Lake Powell. Lake Pow-
ell may not mean a lot to you here in
the Chambers, but I can tell you it is a
critical, critical water resource, not
just for the power, not just for the
recreation, not just for the drinking
but for the environment as a whole. It
is a critical body of water out in the
West. We need your support. I need
your support. This Nation needs your
support, to understand how important
and how critical water in the West has
become and will remain, how just one
little innocent bill that goes out of
these Chambers addressing either mul-
tiple use on Federal lands or impacting
the utilization of water in the West,
how one little bill out of here can have
a major, major impact on the life-
styles of the people that settled the
West.

They have a saying in Colorado that
water runs as thick as blood. That is
true. We used to have a joke out there
that you can mess around with a man
as long as you leave his water alone
and a couple of other things. Certainly
water has risen to the top as a critical
issue. Let me just recap, because our
lesson really tonight or the discussion
I wanted to have with my colleagues
out here was Federal lands and why we
feel in the West sometimes under siege
by some of our colleagues here in the
East. In fact, it is kind of interesting.
You take a look at some of these so-
called environmental ratings put out
again by these special interest organi-
zations. Take a look. This dem-
onstrates pretty clearly to me the lack
of understanding of some of these orga-
nizations of the lifestyle in the West, of
the needs of the West. Take a look.
You will find high environmental rat-
ings over here. Once you come to the
West, you will see noticeably lower en-
vironmental ratings by these special
interest groups. My bet is most of the

people putting those kind of charts to-
gether have never sat foot on a moun-
tain in the district that I represent,
have never sat down with a Mike
Strang or a David Smith or a Bill
Volbraught or an Al Stroobauts or Les-
lie Volbraught or Kit Strang or Sue
Ann Smith and asked these people how
important land is, how they take care
of the land and would they mind just
spending a few hours kind of shadowing
them around the ranch so they have
some kind of an appreciation of what
goes on.

The use of these Federal lands, the
management of these Federal lands
here is very, very important. I just ask
that each of you this evening, before
you criticize those of us in the West
who feel that we are under attack, who
constantly feel that we are being tram-
pled upon because of a lack of under-
standing, I ask that you take a little
time the next time one of these issues
comes up and study the issue or come
out to the West, not on a vacation to
Aspen or Vail, although they are beau-
tiful places to visit, they are in my dis-
trict, but go out to a small little town
like Silt, Colorado or Meeker, Colorado
or maybe go out in the east to Ster-
ling, Colorado and just visit with some
of those people and see how a Federal
policy in Washington, D.C. can dev-
astate a lot of history, a lot of family
and a lot of love for that land. The
final thing I want to revisit very quick-
ly is this water issue. Remember that
most of the water in the country, you
have already got here in the East. That
in the West for us to have this water,
we have to, one, manage it, and I think
we do a pretty good job of it, two, we
have to have water storage, and we
need to use common sense. The way to
build water storage projects today has
changed from the way we built water
projects 20 or 25 years ago. We have got
more advanced technology. We know
how to get a bigger bang for the buck.
We know how to get a bigger bang for
the environment. We know how to
build these projects in such a way that
we can minimize, in fact enhance.

The days of mitigation of the envi-
ronment are over. Now, when you have
a project like a dam water storage
project, you are not going to be ex-
pected just to mitigate the environ-
mental impacts you have. We now ex-
pect you to enhance the environment,
make it better. We can do that and we
are doing that. But to my colleagues
here, do not just automatically say any
water storage project in the West must
be pork, must be disastrous to the en-
vironment, because it is our lifeblood.
When you come west of the Mississippi,
that is our lifeblood. All of this region,
we have got to have water.

In conclusion, one of the people that
I have enjoyed the most up here learn-
ing from, a fellow who is a tugboat cap-
tain, who has lived this land, who un-
derstands this land, who understands
common sense and is under siege by
the government ownership of land is
the gentleman from Alaska (Mr.

YOUNG). Some of these special interest
groups write him off, ‘‘Oh, my gosh,
he’s terrible.’’ But not many of them
have ever been on a tugboat with him.
Not many have ever been up to Alaska
to see the kind of wilderness that he is
so proud of. Not many of the critics
have gone out there and visited with
some of the natives or some of the peo-
ple out in Alaska that live off the land.
The same thing in my district, the
same thing in Utah, in the district of
Mr. HANSEN. The same thing in a lot of
others, Mr. ENSIGN in Nevada.

I appreciate your time this evening. I
will be back again. As long as I rep-
resent the Third Congressional District
in this fine body, you can count on me
standing up for the rights, not just of
the citizens I represent but the rights
of the future generations, so that they
too, without having to be wealthy,
they too can live on the land and enjoy
the land that I have been privileged to
do.
f

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois (at the request
of Mr. GEPHARDT) for today, on account
of official business in the district.

Ms. Carson (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT) for today, on account of of-
ficial business in the district.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida (at the re-
quest of Mr. GEPHARDT) for today and
for the balance of the week, on account
of official business.

Mr. MCNULTY (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT) for today and for the bal-
ance of the week, on account of a death
in the family.

Mr. SKAGGS (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT) for today and for the bal-
ance of the week, on account of illness.

Mr. BATEMAN (at the request of Mr.
ARMEY) for today and the balance of
the week, on account of medical rea-
sons.

Mr. NEUMANN (at the request of Mr.
ARMEY) for today and the balance of
the week, on account of a death in the
family.
f

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. SKELTON) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. ABERCROMBIE, for 5 minutes,

today.
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-

utes, today.
Mr. CONYERS, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. WISE, for 5 minutes, today.
The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. JONES) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:

Mr. ISTOOK, for 5 minutes, on May 6.
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